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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 
-- 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying liew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content ~~ I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip o f  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lloyd Dunn 
1401 College Blvd 
Harlan, IA  51537 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 RECEIVED 
VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

AS a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the!!%% 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation wouid restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology. I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play i t  at my friends 
apartment, The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy, 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Mittelstaedt 
24125 SW Newland Rd 
Wilsonville, OR 97070 

O c T  2 8 2003 

bmJ Communications ammission 
Office of the s 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

RECEIVED 
UI:T W. 8 2003 

Federal ~mrnunicatims Commission 
Office of the SecreWy 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and  finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do  not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and  less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tecfinology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and  participate. I call 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TVprogram onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and  flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and  
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digilal equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly cnough reason for me to dispense with all my currcnt consumer electronics and  c.omputer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer ofbroadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Falkenburg 
661 Templebar Way 
Los Altos, CA 94022 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

RECEIVED 
U I  I ' I  8 2003 

Federal Comrnuriicatms Commission 
Office of Me Secretary 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast f lag regulation would restr ict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of T V  and splice it into a home movie; send an email c l ip  
of my chi lds football game t o  a distant relative; or record a T V  program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
fr iends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty  that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Nephi Ferguson 
5912 Luna St .  
Houston, TX 77076 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

RECEIVED 

O C T  2 8 2003 
Federal Communications Commission 

06ce of the Secretary 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not 
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose D N  
devices that are more expensive and lessvaluable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I c a n  modify, create, 
and participate. I c a n  recordTV to watch later; clip a small piece o f W  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of my child'sfootball game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier N picture is hardly enough reason for m e  to  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mike Coutinho 
7563 Dover ridge 
Blacklick, OH 43004 
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Thursday, October 16 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast f lag regulation would restr ict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existinq home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies t o  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; c l ip a small piece of TV and splice i t  into a home movie; send an email c l ip 
o f  my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
fr iends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty  tha t  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the  public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prett ier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Will iam Hughes 
12406 Madeley Lane 
Bowie, MD 2071 5 
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_ _  
October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competklve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manu7acturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually Want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Iimt my rlghM at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Klrk Sefchlk 
1779 Krueker Road 
Hamllton, OH 45013 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DlV 

A robust, competltke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllq to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Robert Sossomon 
1124 Poplar Creek trall 
Ralelgh, NC 27610 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission . 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flac" technology for &gtd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customecs. Allowing movie S ~ & O I  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enible the studios to 
tell technologists whi t  new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
whi t  consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If h e  FCC issues a broadcast flag mmdate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgitd television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Laura Woodry 
6219 N Traymore Ave 
Azusa, CA 91702 
USA 
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Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
A45 i2th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DW. 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllfy to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an lnveetment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Albert Shurgalla 
21088 Verde Trall 
Boca Raton, FL 33433 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to valce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I WIII not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Ryan Ellders 
102 W. Concorde #I02 
Tempe, pz 85282 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgtal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the utlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Harry Regan 
PO Box 327 
Rockvllle, MD 20848 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 4:21:17 A M ,  10/12/03 5413023099 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Fedefa Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasblngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls WIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferior functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more fordevlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Benlamln Abels 
500.5 clay 
Falrburv. IL 61739 
USA 
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_ _  
October 12. 2003 

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 



October 12,2003 

Chnirman Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Cammisoion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I m Writing to voice my opposition ta any FCC-mandated adoption af '"brandcast flag" technology for di&d television. A0 a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that ouch a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecbonico muot be rooted in mmufrchrrem' sbility to innovate for thek cuotomers ~ U o w i n g  
movie studios to veto features of DN-reception equipment will ensble the etudiao to tell technologists what new producb they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c o n o m e n  I&e me actually want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less I&ely to mnke an investment in DN-capable reeeiven and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brandcast flng 
technology for digital television. T h d  you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Devon Bowen 
2 Annamarie Terrace 
Cheektowage, N Y  14225 
USA 
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Cctobcr 1 I ,  2003 

ChaLmm Michad K Powell 
F c d c d  Cbmmunicatione Commissim 
445 12th Street, N W  
~ o ~ h u l g t o n ,  D c 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm u n h g  to voice my OQpOdIion to my FCC-mandated ndoption oi"broadca6: flag" t e c h d o g  for Jiejtd television Aa 8 consumcr 
md cifhen, I fed stroxf&' that ouch n policy would be bud for hoVutian, con@umaiights, and thc ultimate adoption o f D n  

.4 robust, compctitive market for consumer electronics muet be rooted in mnnufncturcre' ability to lnnoratc for thcu cuutomem u l o w h g  
movie otuJi iob to veto fealurcs of DT-reception equipment will enable thc shldiios to tell tccinolo~at, what ncx products they cm 
crcstc This will result in products that don't neceeedy reflect what ~lon~umcm like me ai.mally want, md it could zcsult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

if the FCC iseucB a broadcut flag mun&te, I would actually bc ILSB likely to m&c 9n invnveatment in Dn-cnpablc receiver8 and other 
equipment. I WU not puy more im devkes thnt limit my lights 0t the bchest of HoUyxood Pleuoe do not mandotc broadcut flag 
trchnolog for Qjtd trlevinion Thmk you ior your time 

Slncrrcly, 

Paul Berger 
308 s h h r i  st 
L&e Mills, \VI 53551 
USA 
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October 1, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Strcot NW 
Washington D C 20554 

Dear Mlchaei Powell 

I am wrltlng to  volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon 01 "Qroadcast llag' technology lor dlgltal televlslon An a 
consumor and cltlzon I feel strongly that such a pollcy would bc bad for Innovaton consun=er rlghts and the ultlmatc 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, competltlve market lor consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor their 
 customer^ Allowlng mo'rle studlos to veto features of DTU-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wIII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what con9umers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnlcrlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast (lag mandate, I would actually be less likely to nake an Investment In DTVcapable reCelver9 
and other equlpment. I wIII not pay more for devlces that Ilrnlt my rlghts at the behest 01 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast llag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

If lor some reason you need to call me my #414-672-3888, or feel free to wrlte 

Slncerely, 

Bruce Cole 
3920 w Greenlleld 
Milwaukee, WI 53215 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Charman Michael IC Pourell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NR' 
Wxshmgton, D,C. 20554 

Dear hlichael Powell, 

I am umhng to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast gag" technology for d~g~tzl  
televnon As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy mould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adophon of D??'. 

h robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mome srudIos to veto features of DlT'-receptton equipment ~ 1 1 1  enable the etudIos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This  unll result in products that don't necesranly reflect 
nhat consumers like me actuallywant, and it could result tn me being charged more money for :nfenor 
funchondiy. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I awuld actually be less likely to make an invesanent in D??'-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I nnll not pay more for dences that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &ytal telemsion. Thank you for your t m e .  

Sncerel y, 

John Povell 
547 Lmns Ave Apt 22 
San Andrear, CA 95249 
U5'4 
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October 11, 2003 

Chunnai  Michael I< Ponwll 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NIT' 
K'a'arhqton, D.C. 20554 

Dear hlichael P o d l ,  

I am nnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
telernsion. As a consumer and Cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for uinovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adophon of DTI'. 

A robust, corrpehhue market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allouzng m o m  studios to veto feature; of Dl"l'-receptlon equipmentsill enable the stud~os to 
tell technolagsts vhat  new products they can create. This ndl result m products tha: don't necessanly reflect 
vhat consumers like me actudlynw.t, and it could result I:, me b-ng charged more money for infenor 
funchonali y. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make an investment in DTI'-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I a i l 1  not pay more for derices that limit my nghts at h e  behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  telewrmn. Thank yo' for your hme. 

Smcecely: 

Benjamin Conner 
6337 S. College Ave. 

UL4 
~ ~ ~ p ~ ,  AZ 85283 
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October 11, 2003 

Chuman Michael IC Powell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, YTV 
K'ashmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dedr Michael Ponell, 

I am nnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag'' techxology for dgtd 
televlrmn. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policysmuld be bad for innooahon, consumer 
rights, and the uhmate adophon of Dn ' .  

A robust, compehhve market for conwmer electronics must be rooted m manufacmrers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Alloszng mome studios to veto features of D'n'-recepb~,~ equipment ad1 er.able the studor to 
tell technologsts vhat new productn they can create. This nil1 result in productn thn: din't necesranly reflect 
vhat consumers like me actuallyvant, and It could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
funchoaality 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make M inveshnent in D??'-capdb!e 
receivers and other equipment. I vrdl not pay more for devlces that limit my nghts at  ' h e  behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtal television. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Miclue1 Rer.0 
4465 Kenneth Dr. D109 
Okemos. MI 48864 
UjA 

, 
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October 13, 2303 

Chalrman Mlchael Y Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Strcct, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-manaated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzfn, I fe f l  strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Tor lnnovatlon, consumfr rights. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer eiectronlcs mugt be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty :o Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Th19 wl11 result In products that don't necessarlly reflect wha! consumers like me 
actually want, and It could rcsult In me belng charged more money for lnlerlorlunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 189s llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receiver9 
and other equlpment. I wIII not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest 0' Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag teclnology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for yourtlme 

Sincerely 

Mark Langston 
4337 Renalssance Dr a 2 0  
San Jose, CA 95134 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

C h u m s  hlichael li Po\vell 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, !+XI 

Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael P o s d l ,  

I am nmhng to voice my opporihon to my FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strondy that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhrnate adophon of Dn' .  

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturer;' ability to innovate for 
thar customers. Alloaing m o m  r t u d ~ o s  to veto feature; of Dn'-recephon equipment udl  enable the s t u d m s  to 
tell technologrta vhat nmv products they can create. ?his ail1 result In products that don't neceeranly reflect 
mhat consumers like me actudlymant, and it  could result tn me bemg charged m o x  money for infenor 
funchonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I vould actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
recewers and other equipment. I ndl not pay more for devlcer that limit my lights a t  the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for hgtal  telexnoion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

IGlly Chmont  
6729 SE Alder 
Portland, OR 97216 
USA 
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October 10 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlrgton D C  20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumor and cltlzen, 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robust. competltve market lor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowing mo4e studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wl11 enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag manaate. I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Alex Deucher 
1309 North Glebe Road 
Arlington, VA 22207 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 lZth Stleft, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I fe f l  strongly that such a pollcy would bo bad lo r  lnnomtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competltve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for their 
customers Allowing mo,ile studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equipment w l l  enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me bflng charged more monfy for Infcrlor functlonallfy 

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less IIkeIy to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Pete Crapla 
8141 West 98th Street 
Pains Hllls, IL 60465 
USA 


